
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING - January 1 7 ,  1968 

Appeal No. 9488 Watergate Eas t ,  Inc., a p p e l l a n t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  t h e  fol lowing 
Order was en t e r ed  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on March 20, 1968. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - October 8 ,  1968 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  f o r  f u r t h e r  p rocess ing  under A r t i c l e  75 of t h e  
Zoning Regulat ions t o  permit permanent canopy f o r  penthouse apartment 
a t  2500 Vi rg in i a  Ave., N.W., l o t  19,  Sq. 8 ,  be granted.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p roper ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an SP D i s t r i c t .  

2. The s u b j e c t  apartment i s  l oca t ed  on t h e  topmost f l o o r  of t h e  
s u b j e c t  bu i ld ing  which i s  a p a r t  of t h e  Watergate complex of bu i ld ings  
i n  t h e  Foggy Bottom a rea  of t h e  c i t y .  

3 .  The apartment has  s t a i r s  l e ad ing  t o  a roof t e r r a c e  which i s  g l a s s  
enclosed and covered. 

4. It i s  proposed t o  e r e c t  an  opaque cover over  t h e  g l a s s  enc losure  
t o  keep t h e  d i r e c t  s u n l i g h t  ou t  of t h e  apartment.  

5. P r e s e n t l y  t h e  sun e n t e r s  through t h e  g l a s s  and c r e a t e s  problems 
by i n j u r y  t o  a r t  works and cracks t h e  handra i l .  There i s  an extreme 
h e a t  buildup. 

6 .  It i s  proposed t o  e r e c t  t h e  permanent canopy because t h e  wind 
c r e a t e d  by t h e  bu i ld ing  and r i v e r  would no t  allow a temporary s t r u c t u r e  
t o  remain. 

7. There i s  now a 6-inch concre te  s l a b ,  metal mesh going across  and 
covering t h e  s t a i r  only.  

8 .  The proposed canopy w i l l  f u r n i s h  a brim on t h e  t o p  and w i l l  be 
approximately 128 square f e e t .  

9. This  apartment i s  t h e  only one which has  such cons t ruc t ion  i n  t h e  
e n t i r e  complex and such a canopy w i l l  not  be necessary f o r  any o t h e r  
apartment.  
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10. By l e t t e r  da ted  November 15,  1967, (BZA Exh ib i t  No. 3 ) ,  t h e  
P r e s i d e n t  of Watergate  Eas t  s t a t e s :  "The Board of D i r ec to r s  i s  p l ea sed  
t o  approve your r e q u e s t  ( r e f e r ence :  paragraphs 5b and 8  of t h e  Watergate  
Eas t ,  Inc . ,  Cooperat ive  Apartment P r o p r i e t a r y  Lease and Occupancy Agree- 
ment) and cons ide r s  t h e  improvements from an a e s t h e t i c  viewpoint t o  be an 
a s s e t  t o  your penthouse roof and t h e  gene ra l  appearance of t h e  bu i l d ing .  

"The approva l  g r an t ed  h e r e i n ,  of cou r se ,  i s  con t i ngen t  on: 

1) The improvements be ing  i n  gene ra l  accord  w i th  I*. Rostad 's  
drawings fu rn i shed  t o  t h e  Board. 

2 )  There i s  no p e n e t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  deck/roof  of t h e  main bu i l d ing .  

3 )  Allowable des igned  pounds pe r  squa re  f o o t  load ing  i s  n o t  
exceeded where weight  i s  added. 

4 )  That you o b t a i n  permiss ion  from t h e  necessa ry  governmental 
and c i v i c  a u t h o r i t i e s  t o  proceed w i th  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  and 
p r o f i l e  changes i n  t h e  bu i ld ing ."  

11. By l e t t e r  da t ed  January  26, 1968, (BZA E x h i b i t  No. 12) t h e  Board 
r eques t ed  t h e  a t t o r n e y  f o r  Watergate  Improvement Assoc i a t i on  whether t h e  
FAR of t h e  Watergate  development w i l l  i n c l u d e  t h a t  added by t h e  canopy 
r eques t ed  i n  t h e  s u b j e c t  appea l .  

12. By l e t t e r  da t ed  March 28, 1968, (BZA E x h i b i t  No. 13) t h e  law f i r m  
of L ich tenberg  and Lu r i a  r e p l i e d :  "Pursuant t o  t h e  Board's  r e q u e s t ,  t h i s  
i s  t o  a d v i s e  t h a t  t h e  proposed canopy w i l l  no t  exceed t h e  maximum a l lowable  
g ro s s  f l o o r  a r e a  of  t h e  b u i l d i n g  i n ' q u e s t i o n ,  i f  pe rmi t t ed  w i th  t h e  Board 
approva l  under t h e  p rov i s i ons  of Regula t ion  7501.72." 

13. No o p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of  t h i s  appea l  was r e g i s t e r e d  a t  
t h e  p u b l i c  hea r i ng .  

OPINION : 

We a r e  of t h e  op in ion  t h a t  t h i s  proposed canopy w i l l  have no adverse  
a f f e c t  upon t h i s  A r t i c l e  75 p r o j e c t .  Th is  canopy a f f e c t s  on ly  one i n d i v i -  
dua l  apar tment  i n  t h e  development and h a s  no s i g n i f i c a n t  a f f e c t  upon t h e  
FAR of t h e  development. The owners of t h e  ne ighbor ing  apar tments  have no 
o b j e c t i o n  t o  t h i s  proposal  and we f i n d  t h a t  t h e r e  w i l l  be  no adverse  
a f f e c t  upon t h e  purpose and i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning Regula t ions .  

BY ORDER OF THE D.C. BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
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THE ORDER O F  THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD O F  S I X  m N T H S  ONLY 
UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING AND/OR OCCUPANCY PERMIT I S  F I L E D  
WITH THE DIRECTOR O F  INSPECTIONS WITHIN A PERIOD O F  S I X  m N T H S  AFTER 
THE EFFECTIVE DATE O F  T H I S  ORDER. 


